Presentamos espectroscopia de alta resolución en las líneas de [O III]λ5007 y Hα de nebulosas planetarias (NPs) brillantes en el bulbo de nuestra Vía Láctea así como las galaxias enanas M32, Fornax, Sagittarius y NGC 6822 obtenidas en el Observatorio Astronómico Nacional en la Sierra San Pedro Mártir con el espectrógrafo Manchester echelle. Utilizamos las observaciones profundas de las NPs galácticas para determinar la información disponible confiable en las observaciones mucho menos profundas de las NPs extragalácticas observadas en la línea de [O III]λ5007. Encontramos que la anchura intrínseca de las líneas en [O III]λ5007 y Hα son similares, que la anchura no depende del señal-a-ruido, dentro del intervalo cubierto por la muestra y que desviaciones con respecto a una forma gausiana son pequeñas. Concluimos que la anchura de la línea de [O III]λ5007 en NPs extragalácticas refleja de manera fiel la cinemática de la mayoría de la masa de la cáscara ionizada. 
INTRODUCTION
Past and present efforts to study the kinematics of galactic and extragalactic planetary nebulae have produced large and rapidly growing databases of these observations (e.g., Dopita et al. 1985 Dopita et al. , 1988 Gesicki & Zijlstra 2000; Medina et al. 2006; Arnaboldi et al. 2008; López et al. 2009; Richer et al. 2009 ). However, observations of galactic and extragalactic planetary nebulae often differ in fundamental ways. Typically, galactic planetary nebulae are resolved by the (usually ground-based) spectrograph slit, whereas extragalactic planetary nebulae usually are not. Furthermore, the kinematics are often measured from different emission lines in galactic (e.g., Hα or [N II]λ6584) and extragalactic (e.g., [ O III]λ5007) planetary nebulae. It is not necessarily obvious, therefore, how to compare the kinematics of galactic and extragalactic planetary nebulae, so experiments that help us understand exactly what information is available when studying the kinematics of extragalactic planetary nebulae are worthwhile.
The existing literature (Dopita et al. 1985 (Dopita et al. , 1988 Zijlstra et al. 2006; Arnaboldi et al. 2008) as well as our own observations (Richer et al. 2009 ) indicate that the line profiles of extragalactic planetary nebulae are usually approximately Gaussian. In almost all cases, these are spatially unresolved observations. Obviously, the kinematic information available from such line profiles will be limited, even at high signal-to-noise (S/N; e.g., Morisset & Stasińska 2008) . A variety of studies exist of the effect of limited spatial resolution on kinematic studies using models as test cases (e.g., Gesicki & Zijlstra 2000; Rozas et al. 2007) . The experiments of Morisset & Stasińska (2008) demonstrate how different structures are visible in different emission lines and with different slit sizes or positions. From their results, it is clear that smaller, precisely positioned slits allow the study of finer detail involving components of lower mass, a fact long exploited in observational studies (e.g., see Sabbadin et al. 2008; García-Diaz et al. 2008; Santander-García et al. 2008 , for recent examples). None of these kinematic studies include the hydrodynamic effects that will occur in real nebulae, as do the models of Villaver et al. (2002) and Perinotto et al. (2004) . The most detailed hydrodynamical study is perhaps that of Schönberner et al. (2005) who emphasize the important differences between the motions of matter and shock fronts (see Corradi et al. (2007) for an application to observations).
While instructive, these studies require particular assumptions for the construction of the models and it is not always clear how closely they match real planetary nebulae. Furthermore, there is often a focus on extracting fine details rather than studying the bulk motion of the majority of the mass. Considering the aforementioned experiments, studies of the line profiles of extragalactic planetary nebulae (Dopita et al. 1985 (Dopita et al. , 1988 Zijlstra et al. 2006; Arnaboldi et al. 2008 ) will most profitably focus upon the bulk motion of matter in their ionized shells, since the lack of spatial resolution and limited signal-to-noise (S/N) will render small-scale features difficult to discern, even if they have distinctive kinematics.
At the modest S/N that observations achieve, two issues arise: the recovery of the available information and the interpretation of this information in terms of the kinematics. Here, we focus on the former, investigating the empirical description of the line profile, rather than on the interpretation of the kinematic information that may be derived from it. We aim to determine whether the information available may be recovered reliably and whether this information pertains to the entire nebular shell or to some small fraction of it. Three aspects are most important. First, extragalactic planetary nebulae will usually be studied in the [O III]λ5007 line, since it is the brightest line in the optical spectrum (and often in the entire spectrum). How well does this line probe the kinematics of the entire ionized mass? Second, the faintness of the [O III]λ5007 emission in extragalactic planetary nebulae means that the S/N will be modest. How does the limited S/N affect the derived kinematics (e.g., the line width)? Third, the modest S/N will often limit the information available to model the line profile to a simple function, such as a Gaussian (e.g., Dopita et al. 1985 Dopita et al. , 1988 Arnaboldi et al. 2008) . To what extent does such a simple empirical description adequately reflect the kinematics of the ionized mass?
Here, we perform an experiment using observations of bright planetary nebulae in the Milky Way bulge (henceforth, Bulge). Our intent is to use these observations to infer the limitations inherent to kinematic observations of extragalactic planetary nebulae. We have chosen our sample of Bulge planetary nebulae in a way that we hope simulates populations of bright extragalactic planetary nebulae in environments without star formation ( §2). We obtain high resolution spectra in both the Hα and [O III]λ5007 lines. We analyse the resulting data in the same way we would analyse those for extragalactic planetary nebulae ( §3). In particular, we use our high S/N spectra to simulate extragalactic observations, normalizing the [O III]λ5007 spectra to the total fluxes typical of extragalactic observations and adding noise, analyse these synthetic spectra, and compare the results to the original observations. We then consider the three questions posed above ( §4). We find that the [O III]λ5007 line widths are similar to the Hα line widths, that the observed [O III]λ5007 line widths are not a function of S/N, at least for the S/N levels typical of spectra of extragalactic planetary nebulae, and that the line width is an adequate description of most of the emission observed, and so representative of the great majority of the ionized mass ( §5). Hence, we conclude that the kinematics of the ionized shells of extragalactic planetary nebulae may be studied reliably using the [O III]λ5007 line ( §6).
OBSERVATIONS AND REDUCTIONS
Our sample of planetary nebulae in the Milky Way bulge is given in Tables 1-2 and was selected to simulate the properties of bright extragalactic planetary nebulae in environments without star formation. As discussed in more detail in Richer et al. (2008) , our selection criteria quickly converged to require the planetary nebulae (a) lie within 10
• of the galactic centre, (b) have a large reddening-corrected Hβ flux, nominally log I(Hβ) > −12.0 dex, (c) have a large [O III]λ5007/Hβ ratio, normally exceeding a value of 6, and (d) have been observed spectroscopically at low resolution with a detection of the [O III]λ4363 line. Our Bulge sample contains 86 objects.
We acquired our observations of Bulge planetary nebulae during eight observing runs spanning the period from 2003 June to 2007 August at the Observatorio Astronómico Nacional in the Sierra San Pedro Mártir, Baja California, Mexico (OAN-SPM). All of these objects were selected from existing spectroscopic surveys (Aller & Keyes 1987; Webster 1988; Cuisinier et al. 1996; Ratag et al. 1997; Cuisinier et al. 2000; Escudero & Costa 2001; Escudero et al. 2004; Exter et al. 2004; Górny et al. 2004) . Some of our observations of extragalactic planetary nebulae were acquired during the same runs, but also during three additional observing runs in 2001 September, 2002 July, and 2004 November. More details of the observations will be provided elsewhere Richer et al. 2009 ).
High resolution spectra were obtained with the Manchester echelle spectrometer (MES-SPM; Meaburn et al. 1984 Meaburn et al. , 2003 . The MES-SPM is a long slit echelle spectrometer, but uses narrow-band filters, instead of a cross-disperser, to isolate the orders containing emission lines of interest. In this case, filters isolated orders 87 and 114 containing the Hα and [O III]λ5007 emission lines, respectively. All observations used a 150 µm wide slit, equivalent to 1. ′′ 9 on the sky. Coupled with a SITe 1024 × 1024 CCD with 24 µm pixels binned 2 × 2, the resulting spectral resolutions were approximately 0.077Å/pix and 0.100Å/pix at [O III]λ5007 and Hα, respectively (equivalent to 11 km/s for 2.6 pix FWHM). Immediately before or after every object spectrum, exposures of a ThAr lamp were taken to calibrate in wavelength. The internal precision of the arc lamp calibrations is better than ±1.0 km/s.
Typically, three spectra were obtained of each Bulge planetary nebula. The first spectrum was a short exposure in [O III]λ5007 with a duration of 60-180s. This was followed by a deep [O III]λ5007 spectrum, up to a maximum of 30 minutes, but chosen so as to avoid saturation. The last spectrum was a deep Hα spectrum, whose exposure time was chosen to achieve a S/N similar to that of the deep [O III]λ5007 spectrum, though it was also limited to a maximum of 30 minutes duration. The purpose of the short [O III]λ5007 spectrum was to attempt to simulate the S/N in typical spectra of extragalactic planetary nebulae. The deep [O III]λ5007 and Hα spectra were obtained so as to detect kinematic details that are unobservable in typical spectra of extragalactic planetary nebulae. For the extragalactic planetary nebulae, all of the spectra were of 30 minutes duration and, depending upon the S/N, one or two spectra were obtained. It was not always possible to obtain multiple spectra during a single pointing.
All of the Bulge planetary nebulae are resolved (Richer et al. 2008) . In all cases, we attempted to center the slit on the object as carefully as possible (see the top image in Fig. 1) . Normally, all of the spectra for a given object were obtained sequentially, which should help minimize positional mismatches. For the extragalactic planetary nebulae, the slit was always oriented in the north-south direction, as it was for the vast majority of Bulge planetary nebulae.
All of the spectra were reduced using the twodspec and specred packages of the Image Reduction and Analysis Facility 3 (IRAF). For the Bulge objects, the data reduction followed the scheme recommended by Massey et al. (1992, Appendix B) for long slit spectroscopy. We edited each spectrum of cosmic rays.
Then, we subtracted a nightly mean bias image from each object spectrum. Next, we mapped positions of constant wavelength using the arc lamp spectra. We then rectified the object spectra so that lines of constant wavelength fell exactly along the columns, a process that simultaneously applied a wavelength calibration (see the two-dimensional spectrum in Fig.  1 ). Finally, we extracted wavelength-calibrated, onedimensional spectra for each object (see the onedimensional spectrum in Fig. 1 ). We did not calibrate in flux.
For the extragalactic planetary nebulae, the data reduction followed that outlined above for cosmic rays and bias. We then extracted the source spectra and used these apertures to extract ThAr spectra from the lamp spectra. The latter were used to calibrate in wavelength. If two spectra were obtained, they were co-added after being calibrated in wavelength. If they did not coincide exactly in wavelength, they were shifted to a common wavelength solution and then co-added. Again, we did not cali- Fig. 1 . We illustrate the analysis of our spectra using H 1-67 as an example. The top image is the acquisition image, showing the slit superposed upon the object (north is up; east to the left). The middle image is the rectified two-dimensional Hα spectrum (north is up; blue to the left). The structure of the Hα line differs from that in the [N II]λλ6548,6583 lines because it is blended with He IIλ6560. At lower left is the extracted, wavelength-calibrated, spatially unresolved, one-dimensional spectrum. Finally, at lower right is the extracted spectrum (solid line), the fit of a single Gaussian component to the Hα and He IIλ6560 lines (dashed line), the difference between the extracted spectrum and the fit (lower dotted line), and the absolute value of this difference (lower dot-dashed line). The residual flux about the Gaussian fit is the sum of the flux under the dot-dashed line, and, for H 1-67, represents 17% of the flux in the Gaussian component fit to the Hα line. For both 1-D spectra, the ordinate is in units of counts. brate in flux.
Figs. 2-9 present the one-dimensional line profiles for all of the objects in our sample. For the Bulge planetary nebulae, we present the shallow and deep [O III]λ5007 spectra as well as the Hα spectra. For the extragalactic planetary nebulae, we present the spectra in both [O III]λ5007 and Hα.
ANALYSIS OF THE LINE PROFILES
The line profiles of extragalactic planetary nebulae usually cannot be distinguished statistically from a Gaussian shape (Dopita et al. 1985 (Dopita et al. , 1988 Zijlstra et al. 2006; Arnaboldi et al. 2008, see also Fig. 9 ). While it may be somewhat surprising, the majority of the line profiles for the Bulge planetary nebulae in Figs. 2-9 are not too different from a Gaussian in shape. These observations motivate the analysis that follows.
We analyzed the one-dimensional line profiles with a locally-implemented software package (IN-TENS; McCall et al 1985) to determine the radial Fig. 2 . We present the line profiles for our sample of planetary nebulae. When both deep and shallow [O III]λ5007 spectra are available, both are shown (the shallow spectrum below the deep one). Note how similar the two [O III]λ5007 spectra are. At this scaling, the He II λ6560 line is not easily visible in the Hα spectra. The wavelength scales are common in each column. The Hα panels include the diameter at 10% of peak intensity from Richer et al. (2008) .
velocity, flux, and profile width (FWHM; full width at half maximum intensity) as well as the uncertainties (1σ) in these parameters. This software fits the emission line profile with a sampled Gaussian function and models the continuum as a straight line (see the last panel in Fig. 1 ). Thus, this analysis assumes that the lines have a Gaussian shape and that they are superposed on a flat continuum. In the case of the Hα line, the He II λ6560 line may also be present. In this case, a fit is made simultaneously to both lines and the continuum, but assuming that the widths of both lines are identical.
In addition to analysing all of the observed spectra of the Bulge planetary nebulae with INTENS, we also used them to construct synthetic [O III]λ5007 spectra of extragalactic planetary nebulae. To construct these synthetic spectra, we re-normalized each deep [O III]λ5007 spectrum of our Bulge planetary nebulae to the total flux typically observed in bright extragalactic planetary nebulae, about 5300 counts (Richer et al. 2009 ). We then added a typical extragalactic background continuum spectrum to these re-normalized spectra. (The background used was that for the Fornax PN, once the emission line was removed.) We then analysed these synthetic spectra with INTENS in the same way as for the observed spectra. Figs. 1 and 10 demonstrate this transformation and analysis for H 1-67 and H 1-41, respectively.
We end our analysis of the deep Hα and [O III]λ5007 spectra by determining the flux that is not represented by the Gaussian fit. To obtain this residual flux, we subtract the Gaussian fit from the original line profile, take the absolute value of the residual, and sum the residual over the line. This procedure measures the flux that deviates from a Gaussian line profile. Figs. 1 and 11 illustrate this procedure for H 1-67 and H 1-41, respectively. Since extragalactic planetary nebulae have line profiles that are approximately Gaussian in shape (Fig.  9 , also Dopita et al. 1985 Dopita et al. , 1988 Arnaboldi et al. 2008) , our intention here is to estimate the fraction of the flux in our deep observations of Bulge planetary nebulae that would be missed in observations of extragalactic planetary nebulae.
Clearly, a Gaussian function will be a poor approximation to the shape of the double-peaked line profiles in Figs. 2-9. However, even for those cases, the FWHM of the Gaussian is similar to the separation of the outer 50% intensity points for the two peaks, except when the line profiles are very asym- metric. This would not have been the case had we adopted a width based upon some lower intensity fraction, such as the 10% that is often adopted (e.g., Dopita et al. 1985 Dopita et al. , 1988 . Since our goal is to retain an analysis as close to the method we would employ for extragalactic planetary nebulae, whose line profiles are nearly Gaussian, we have refrained from applying a double-Gaussian fit to the doublepeaked line profiles. A consequence of our singleGaussian method is that the residual fluxes will be over-estimated for the profiles that differ strongly from a Gaussian shape. Even so, the residual fluxes are modest (Fig. 15) .
The results of this analysis for all of the spec- Tables 1 and  2 present the uncertainties in all quantities for each object. All of these uncertainties are the formal uncertainties (one sigma) from INTENS. The results for the extragalactic planetary nebulae will be pre- sented elsewhere (Richer et al. 2009 ).
In order to derive the intrinsic line widths, the observed line widths must be corrected for several effects that broaden the lines, and all of which are assumed to contribute to the observed line width in quadrature. The effects that broaden the true, intrinsic profile are instrumental (σ inst ), thermal (σ th ), and fine structure (σ f s ) broadening,
The first term, σ 2 true , is the true, intrinsic line width resulting from the kinematics of the planetary nebula. The instrumental profile has a measured FWHM of 2.5-2.7 pixels, for which we adopted FWHM of 2.6 pixels for all objects (∼ 11 km/s FWHM). We compute the thermal broadening from the usual formula (Lang 1980, eq. 2-243) (García-Diaz et al. 2008 ).
The analysis of line broadening in Eq. 1 is strictly correct only if all components are Gaussian in shape. Otherwise, a full component deconvolution should be used. Only the thermal and fine structure broadening are truly Gaussian. However, the instrumental profile is only very slightly more square than a Gaussian with the CCD binning used 4 , so treating it as Gaussian should not introduce any significant error, particularly in the case of Hα where the thermal and fine structure broadening are more important. The intrinsic line profile for each object, however, may deviate from a Gaussian shape by amounts that vary depending upon the object's structure and kinematics. The use of Eq. 1, rather than a full component deconvolution, would be more worrisome were we trying to recover fine details of the line profile or if the lines are intrinsically very narrow. However, the modest S/N of the line profiles of extragalactic planetary nebulae precludes the reliable recovery of detailed line profiles, justifying the simplicity of Eq. 1. spectrum is scaled to the typical flux for the spectra of extragalactic planetary nebulae, then a background continuum is added. Here, the deep spectrum of H 1-41 (scaled; solid line) is compared with the synthetic spectrum generated from it. The ordinate is in units of counts. It is not simple to interpret the resulting FWHM of the intrinsic line width, ∆V , for the Bulge objects ( §1) ∆V = 2.3556σ true .
The observed intrinsic line width is a luminosityweighted velocity width for the mass projected within the spectrograph slit, i.e., it represents the spatially-integrated projected outflow velocity of the emitting ions along the line of sight. Note that this velocity is different from the expansion velocity (Schönberner et al. 2005 ).
The intrinsic line width that we measure should typically exceed the luminosity-weighted line width for the entire object. The spectrograph slit was centered on each Bulge planetary nebula, each of which is resolved. Therefore, matter near the edges of the objects is excluded from the observations and this matter is likely to have projected velocities similar to the systemic velocity. Consequently, it is likely that our observations miss some matter at the systemic velocity for each object, so the line profile we measure for the matter included within the slit will be slightly larger than the true luminosity-weighted line width. The results presented by Gesicki & Zijlstra (2000) and Rozas et al. (2007) support these arguments. Their simulations of thin, expanding, spherical shells indicate that the line widths we measure may over-estimate the integrated line widths for the entire objects by up to approximately 15%, but that the exact amount will depend upon the fraction of the object covered by the slit and by the real matter and velocity distributions. For the extragalactic planetary nebulae that are not resolved (StWr 2-21 in Sagittarius is the only exception), the line width should be similar to the emission-weighted line width, but the real matter or velocity distributions may also affect this somewhat (Schönberner et al. 2005; Rozas et al. 2007 ).
Fortunately, we are not concerned with interpreting the line width in what follows. However, since it is clear that this line width will be similar to twice the typical projected outflow velocity, Tables 1 and 2 present half of the line width in velocity units for each object, i.e., ∆V 0.5 = 0.5∆V = 1.1778σ true ,
which we adopt henceforth as our measure of the kinematics of the zone containing the emitting ion (the entire ionized shell in the case of Hα).
RESULTS
The relation between the line widths in Hα and [O III]λ5007 is shown in Figure 12 
DISCUSSION
Our sample of Bulge planetary nebulae were selected in a way that we hoped would yield a sample of planetary nebulae whose properties were similar to those of bright extragalactic planetary nebulae in environments without star formation. Of particular importance are the criteria of large absolute Hβ luminosities and large [O III]λ5007/Hβ ratios, as are observed in bright extragalactic planetary nebulae in such environments (Richer et al. 2008) . For this sample, Richer et al. (2008) found that the more evolved objects (with hotter central stars) have systematically larger sizes and line widths as well as lower [S II] densities and Hβ luminosities.
We now consider the issues that motivated this study. How well do the kinematics measured in the [O III]λ5007 line represent the kinematics of the entire ionized shell? How does the limited S/N of observations of extragalactic planetary nebulae affect measurements of the intrinsic line width? Finally, does the limited S/N of observations of extragalactic planetary nebulae significantly limit our understanding of their kinematics? First, Fig. 12 2+ zones that occupy a large fraction of the total volume occupied by the ionized mass. It is not so surprising then that the kinematics of the O 2+ zone are very similar to the kinematics of the entire ionized mass. Therefore, the line width derived from the [O III]λ5007 line for bright extragalactic planetary nebulae should be an accurate reflection of the line width of the entire ionized shell.
In Fig. 12 , the differences between the galactic and extragalactic planetary nebulae are minimal. Also, though the sample is small, there is no obvious difference between the planetary nebulae in NGC 6822, a star-forming dwarf irregular galaxy, and those in Fornax, Sagittarius, and M32, galaxies that have no current star formation. Since NGC 6822 is currently forming stars, its bright planetary nebulae could conceivably be derived from more massive progenitor stars than those of the planetary nebulae in the other three galaxies (or the bulge of the Milky Way). That the planetary nebulae in NGC 6822 are not anomalous compared to those in the other galaxies would seem to imply that the [O III]λ5007 line widths are equally representative of kinematics of the entire ionized mass for planetary nebulae in all galaxies.
Second, it is clear from Figs. 13 and 14 that the line width is not very sensitive to the S/N, at least over the range of S/N probed here. The flux ratio between our deep and synthetic extragalactic spectra has a median value of 110. Therefore, typical observations of extragalactic planetary nebulae should have sufficient S/N that the derived line width should be reliable.
Third, a Gaussian profile, characterized by the measured line width, is an adequate description of the kinematics of the great majority of the ionized mass. The deviations from a Gaussian profile in our deep spectra of planetary nebulae in the Milky Way bulge are small, having median values of 5.5% and 9.5% of the total flux in the lines of Hα and [O III]λ5007, respectively (Fig. 15) . If we suppose a uniform temperature throughout each object, these fractions also represent the mass fraction whose kinematics deviate significantly from a Gaussian line profile. It is not surprising that the Hα profiles are more nearly Gaussian since its greater thermal width obscures kinematic detail. The extragalactic planetary nebulae in Fornax and Sagittarius do not differ from their Milky Way counterparts as respects the fractional residual flux.
The correlation between the fractional residual flux and the line width is not surprising. However, both our observational technique or greater kinematic complexity could contribute to the larger residual flux in the objects with larger line widths. Theoretically, we expect the nebular shells to be accelerated while the central star emits a substantial wind Villaver et al. 2002) , an effect that has been found for this sample (Richer et al. 2008) and that is also obvious for the three planetary nebulae in the Sagittarius dwarf spheroidal (Zijlstra et al. 2006) . For this sample, there is a loose correlation between line width and diameter, so, even for a fixed geometry, such as a spherical thin shell, the larger objects would be better resolved by our spectrograph slit (fixed width) and would have line profiles that are less Gaussian (e.g., Gesicki & Zijlstra 2000) . If, furthermore, the more evolved objects are more spatially inhomogeneous, the deviations from a Gaussian profile will be even more pronounced. Clearly, the fractional residuals we measure for Bulge planetary nebulae should be upper limits to those that would be observed (when feasible) for extragalactic planetary nebulae, i.e., truly spatially unresolved observations should find deviations from a Gaussian profile that are even smaller than those that we observe here.
The foregoing should not be interpreted as indicating that bright planetary nebulae have simple kinematics. H 1-67 is a good example of the contrary (Fig. 1) . The two-dimensional spectrum clearly presents complex kinematics, but this complexity is not obvious in the spatially-unresolved, one-dimensional spectrum. A Gaussian is a good description of the great majority of the emission (the fractional residual flux is only 17% in Hα; Table 2 ). Nonetheless, the line width describing this Gaussian is not a complete description of the kinematics of all of the ionized mass, since it does not represent the kinematics of a minority of this mass whose projected motions are more complex.
Very generally, the above results indicate that the observations that will be available for extragalactic planetary nebulae provide reliable information regarding the typical outflow velocity of their ionized mass. Indeed, the direct comparison of the kinemat-ics of Bulge and extragalactic planetary nebulae in Fig. 12 is very good. We expect that the line profiles for extragalactic planetary nebulae should be close to Gaussian in shape and that the line width measured from spectra of moderate S/N in the [O III]λ5007 line should accurately reflect the typical projected bulk motion of the great majority of the ionized gas in these objects. It will be difficult to study fine details of the kinematics, such as jets, of extragalactic planetary nebulae.
Finally, we recall that the issue of the detailed interpretation of the spatially unresolved line profiles remains. This problem is complex and we have not attempted to resolve it here. It will be most profitably attacked once models are developed that include hydrodynamics and photoionization self-consistently and succeed in reproducing the properties of spatially-resolved data, ideally in an ab initio fashion.
CONCLUSIONS
We have measured line widths for a large sample of planetary nebulae in the Milky Way bulge in the lines of Hα and [O III]λ5007 using the Manchester Echelle Spectrograph at the 2.1m telescope of the OAN-SPM. The selection criteria for this sample were chosen so as to yield a sample of objects whose properties simulate those of bright extragalactic planetary nebulae in environments without star formation (Richer et al. 2008) . We have also obtained similar data for a small sample of the brightest planetary nebulae in the nearby dwarf galaxies Fornax, Sagittarius, M32, and NGC 6822. Our goal is to use our high S/N observations of galactic planetary nebulae to simulate observations of extragalactic planetary nebulae and determine what information can be determined reliably when observing the latter.
Comparing the line widths measured in the Hα and [O III]λ5007 lines, we find very similar values. Therefore, the line width measured for the [O III]λ5007 line is a good reflection of the typical projected outflow velocity of the entire ionized mass. This result holds for both galactic and extragalactic planetary nebulae. Next, we find that the line widths for our deep spectra are in excellent agreement with those for our shallow or simulated extragalactic spectra for our Bulge planetary nebulae. Therefore, the modest S/N expected for observations of extragalactic planetary nebulae should not be an impediment to studying their kinematics. Finally, we find that departures from a Gaussian shape for the line profiles (deep spectra) of Bulge planetary nebulae are small, typically amounting to 5.5% and 9.5% of the total flux in the Hα and [O III]λ5007 lines, respectively. Alternatively, the Gaussian profile is representative of at least 75% of the emission in 94% and 89% of all cases for the Hα and [O III]λ5007 lines, respectively. So, approximating the line shape as Gaussian is an adequate approximation for most of the flux.
Therefore, the Gaussian line profile and its characteristic width provide an adequate description of the typical projected outflow velocity of most of the mass of the entire ionized shell. This velocity is neither equivalent to the true nebular expansion velocity (the velocity of the outer shock) nor a complete description of the kinematics of all of the ionized mass. The interpretation of the line profiles in terms of the kinematics of extragalactic planetary nebulae will be very challenging.
Based upon the above results, it is clear that neither the use of the [O III]λ5007 line nor its likely modest S/N is an impediment to the measurement of the kinematics of the ionized mass in extragalactic planetary nebulae. To the extent that direct comparisons are possible, our results for the bright planetary nebulae in Fornax, Sagittarius, M32, and NGC 6822 do not differ from those for the planetary nebulae in the Milky Way Bulge. We therefore conclude that the line width measured for the [O III]λ5007 line in bright extragalactic planetary nebulae is an accurate reflection of the typical projected outflow velocity for their entire ionized mass. These results should therefore be a useful reference for the work that will be necessary to enable the detailed interpretation of the kinematics of extragalactic planetary nebulae.
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